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THE COURT: According to the testimony, Robert 


Rodenburg, a Police Officer of the City of New York, 
who kad been such an officer for over 11-1/2 years, 

had on April 3, 1975 entered the building at 4123 Ninth 
Avenue, Brooklyn, New York, to question the defendant, 


Joseph Bostic, with respect to Social Security checks 


which had been stolen from the buildings in the 


neighborhood, including this particular building. He 


and his fellow officer had seen the defendant in the 


neighborhood going in and out of various buildings a 


70 
half dozen times on March 3, 1975, and that Social 
Security checks had been stolen fron the various 
buildings. 

Qfficer Rodenburg stated that he lost the 
defencant on March 3, 1975 because the defendant 
apparently slipped out of the back entrance or alleyway 
of one 2f the buildings. 


According to the testimony, the il was 


Social Security checks. That was the explanation of 


the surveyance on March 3, 


delivered on the 3rd of the month and this mail wei; 


Yowever, prior to thé 3 the officer had 
ascertain, in January 1975, from the superintendent 
the building, that there was no Security Guard 
assigned to the building. Again, on March 3, 1975 

he had talked with the sunerintendent of the game 
building and ascertained there had heen no chance 
in efforts to protect the building from theft of 
Social Security checks. 
Officer Rodenbura stated that when he encountered 
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the defendant at 4123 Ninth Avenue on April 3, 1975, 


the defendant was carrying a black business or attache 
| 
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case in which there was a long,bulgy, hard object 
which he thought might hi cnife. He had previous | 


to the encounter at 4123 Jjiinth Avenue seen the defendan 
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enter and leave two other buildings in the neighborhood} 


When he faced the defendant he asked him what he was 
doing in the building and the cefendant said he was a 


Security Guard. ‘The officer testified he knew that thi¢ 


was not true. He then asked the defendant for identi- 


fication and the defendant produced an identification 
card showing that the defendant was working for some 


protective association. With his prior knowledge that 
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there was no Security Guard attached to the building, 

he asked the defendant for further identification. 
Officer Rodenburg stated he had been suspicious | 

the defendant was engaged in stealing Social Security 


checks from this and other buildings. Upon his request | 

} 
for further identification the defendant then opened 

' 
the attache case where the Officer saw a long, pointed 
screwdriver that had been shaven down so it was sharp 
at the point. Ue also saw right next to the screw- 
driver a Social Security check payable to Shirley 
Kleinman, who lived at 1025 44th Street, Brooklyn, 
New York, which was in the neighborhood. The defendant, 
in reply to a question from the officer, stated that 
Shirley Kleinman was his girlfriend, which was subse- 
quently proven to be untrue. 


The Officer indicated that when his life was 


on the line he wanted to ascertain what was in the 
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attache case. Consequently, we are constrained to 


conclude this case falls within the parameters of 


Adams v. Williams, 407 U.S. 143 (1972); Terry v. Ohio, 


392 U.S. 1 (1968); People v. Green, 
360 N.Y.S. 2d 2633 
343 N.Y¥.S. 2d 107; Ri 3, 474 F. 2d 699, cert. 


den., 414 U.S. 82 (1973). 
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